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PER CURI AM

Inthis 42 U S.C. § 1983 action, Mssouri inmate Bill Herron appeals
the district court's! rulings on his nmotions for relief from certain
judgnents, and his notion to disqualify the district court judge. W
af firm

W do not believe the district court judge abused his discretion in
declining to recuse hinself on grounds that he displayed hostility towards
Herron and entered rulings adverse to Herron. See A.J. v. Kierst, 56 F.3d
849, 861-62 (8th CGr. 1995). W further conclude that the district court
properly denied Herron's notions for relief fromthe July 1989 and August

1991 judgnents dismssing his wongful -transfer, retaliation, failure-to-
i nvestigate, and nedical -needs clains. W note that the grounds asserted
in these notions were nerely a restatenent of those asserted in an Apri

1992 Federal Rule of Gvil Procedure 60(b) notion, which the district court
deni ed. See Lathamv. Wlls Fargo Bank, 987 F.2d 1199, 1204 (5th Cr.
1993) (per curian) (absent truly extraordinary circunstances, basis for

second Rul e 60(b) notion nmust be sonmething other than that offered in first
such nmotion). Al though Herron conplains that the district court failed to
docket and consider a Rule 60(b) notion tendered in June 1990, we note that
this notion al so advanced the sane unsuccessful grounds for relief fromthe
July 1989 judgnent as Herron raised in the April 1992 notion

Appel | ees note Herron has repeatedl y--and unsuccessful ly--chal |l enged
his Decenber 10, 1986 transfer to a npre restrictive |evel of
adm ni strative segregation, and nove this court to i npose sanctions agai nst
hi m pursuant to Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 38. Based on Herron's
repeated attenpts to relitigate an
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i ssue that has already been decided against him we agree his appeal is
frivol ous. Thus, we grant appellees' notion for sanctions and assess
$3, 190 against Herron, representing attorney's fees and double costs. W
also enjoin Herron from filing any further pleadings concerning his
Decenber 10, 1986 transfer.

Accordingly, we affirmand i npose the sanctions detail ed above.
A true copy.
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